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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

0 Box No. I Basis of the opinion 
ISI Box No. II Priority 

□ Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

□ Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention 

El Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 436/5.1 (a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive stop or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

□ BoxNo.Vi Certain documents cited 

□ Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 

□ Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand ftor international preliminary ejcamlnatlon la made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the international Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA"). However, this does not apply where 
tha applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notlfed the 
International Bureau under Rule 68.1«s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, ^ provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA. the applicant is invited to 
submit to the iPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, wHh amendments, before the expiration ofthree 
months from the date of mailing of Form PCT/ISAfi20 or before the expiration of 22 months from the pnonty date, 
whichever expires later. 

For further options, see Form POT/lSA/220. 

3. For further detaOs, see notes to Fomn PCT/ISA^O. 
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Box No. I Basie 0< the opinion ^ 

1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the International application in 
the language In which it was field, unless othenn/ise Indicated under this itenrt. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23,1 (b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide andtor amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed Invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of fillng/furnlshtng: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the intematlonal application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ in addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and^r table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is Identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 



LB The following document has not been furnished : 

SI copy of the earlier application whose priortty has been claimed (Rule ASblsA and 6S.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule A3bisA and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

2 □ This opinion has been established as ft no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 
has been found invalid (Rules 43Ws.1 and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the tnternational 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Addittonal observations, if necessary; 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43W«.l(a)(l) with regard to novelty, inventive^ step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement ^ 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 1-10 

No: Claims 

Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 1-10 

No: Claims 

industrtai applicability (lA) Yes; Claims 1-10 

No: Claims 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No. 

im-ERNATlONAL SEARCHING 

AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/EP2OQ4/O5Q030 

Re Item V. 

1 The following documents are referred to In this communication: 

D1 : EP 0 81 4 1 40 A (HERCULES INC) 29 December 1 997 (1 997-1 2-29) 

D2 : PATENT ABSTRACTS OF JAPAN vol. 0061 , no. 27 (C-1 1 3), 1 3 

July 1982 (1982-07-13) &; JP 57 053502 A (LION CORP). 30 March 1982 

(1982-03-30) 

2 IDocument D1 , which is considered to represent the most relevant state of the art, 
discloses (Claim 1 , example 1 ): a latex otrtained in aqueous emulsion 
polymerisation from a vinyl monomer in the presence of a water soluble protecting 
colloid. Additionally an incentive Is given to use guar or derivatives thereof as 
protecting colloid (claim 1 , penultimate line). 

From this, the subject-matter of Independent claim 1 differs in that: 
hydroxypropylguar is used, 

having a specified degree of molar substitution and viscosity, 
the monomers polymerised are vinyl esters. 

2.1 The subject-matter of claim 1 1s therefore novel (Article 33(2) PCT) 
The problem to be solved by the present invention may be regarded as: 

This is enumerated on pages 1 and 1 of the application. 

2.2 The solution to this problem proposed in claim 1 of the present application is 
considered as involving an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) for the following 
reasons: 

There are no inoentives for the three distinguishing steps. 

2.3 Claims 2-1 0 are dependent on claim 1 and as such also meet the requirements of 
the PCT with respect to novelty and Inventive step. 

3 Document D2, which is also can be considered to represent the most relevant 
state of the art, discloses (the references in parenthesis applying to this 
document): 
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The aqueous emulsion polymerisation of vinyl monomers in the presence of 
polyvinyl alcohol and a cation modified guar. 
From this, the subject-matter of independent claim 1 differs In that there are used: 
guar that is not cation modified and 
vinyl esters 

3.1 The subject-matter of claim 1 is therefore novel (Article 33(2) PCT) 

3.2 The solution to this problem proposed In claim 1 of the present application Is 
considered as Involving an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) for the following 
reasons: 

The prior art does not disclose Incentives for the three 8teps,27 May 2004 

3.3 Claims 2-10 are dependent on claim 1 and as such also meet the requirements of 
the PCT with respect to novelty and Inventive step. 
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